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Dear Ms. Searcy:
QFRCE OF THE SECRETARY

Please delay the effective date of the commission's rate regulations. I feel
the June 21, 1993- implementation date does not give enought time for me, and other
small cable operators, to evaluate and calculate the benchmarks. Alsea River Cable
is in a competition situation, and we are unsure if this even applies to us. We have
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We are in direct competition with TCI.

How can anyone set up benchmark levels for rate control, when NO one has even done
a study on the amounts the small cable systems pay for programming. This does not even
take into consideration the amounts we may be charged by the broadcasters. Alsea River
Cable TV has approximately 30 miles of cable lay-out alon&, with maintienance costs,
amplifiers, pole rental fees, etc. Have any of these things been taken into
consideration?

Small cable companies do pot have the financial resources tq be able to hire the
necessary people to sort out what all the new regulations and calculations of the
benchmark rates may mean to us, yet alone do to us.

Your consideration for small cable systems is needed NOW. Please take the time
to understand what we are saying. I do not believe that Congress meant to put the
small cable systems of our county out of business. I do believe the intent of the
cable bill was to promote competition, however there will be no competition in the
cable industry until ALL cable systems, (and other suppliers) are able to buy
products, both programming and equipment, at the same price the large cable systems
pay.
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